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Suggested Reading: 


US Army Field Manual 3-19.15- fas.org/irp/doddir/army/fm3-19-15.pdf 
On War- Carl Von Clausewitz 

Society Against The State- Pierre Clastres 

Cyberwar Is Coming! (Arquilla and Ronfeldt) 

Networks and Netwar Chapters 1,4,6,9 (Arquilla and Ronfeldt) 

From the Centre to the Periphery- Alfredo Bonanno 

Armed Joy- Alfredo Bonanno 

Intro To Civil War- Tiqqun 

20 Thesis on the Subversion of the Metropolis- The Invisible Committee 
Our Enemies in Blue- Kristian Williams 

Lockdown America- Michael Parenti 

Overkill: The Rise of Paramilitary Police Raids in America: Radley Balko 


*note: Balko is a fellow at the CATO Institute, a super capitalist think-tank. I have 
endless disdain for what CATO does but this piece is really good. 


Intro 


“All politics is against the police” 
- Jacques Ranciere 


There have been some remarkably disruptive concentrations of property destruction in 
the last series of years. This is a welcome shift away from the aimless black blocs 
marching in circles with no obvious direction, away from blocs that rely on numerical 
concentration in a specific space, away from the island effect (where a group at the front 
becomes isolated and boxed in because the rest of the bloc has dispersed due to some 
minor police threat). The streets of Athens, London, Pittsburgh, Santa Cruz, Asheville, 
Oakland, Los Angeles, Vancouver and Toronto (among others and the list grows daily) 
have been littered with broken glass and barricaded off with burning dumpsters (or cop 
cars). But beyond the ability to become immediately appropriated by the media spectacle 
and the post-action pay-day for plate glass companies, something seems lacking. From 
the obsession with “riot porn” to the images on the materials that are produced to 
“explain” or call for actions, this reliance on property destruction, both as a tactic and 
indicator of “success”, has moved from being a tactic, conceived of in a tactical sense, to 
a fetishized necessity, a trap that we do not seem to be able to move away from. Maybe it 
is the militant rejection of nonviolence coupled with overwhelming police force, leaving 
property destruction as a direct, yet low risk alternative to actual conflict; but regardless 
of the reasons we need to move away from this tactical definition, this concept of a 


certain tactical necessity, and move beyond property destruction. 


Property destruction can be remarkably disruptive, especially in high concentrations, but 


it has come to exist as some sort of abstract anarchist threat in a reactionary politics of 
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As we mentioned earlier, we must get beyond the notions of “victory” and “defeat”, but 
this requires us to challenge another categorical mythology handed down to us from the 
trajectory of traditional politics; the myth that movements in themselves accomplish 
anything directly. We have to dispel the notion that anarchists are the “movement”, that 
we directly construct “the new world”. This trap has led us down the road of traditional 
politics to often, into the trap of attempting to define moments and enact theory. If we 
can learn anything from the gulags, the massacres and the numerous other failures of the 
radical project it is that once we go down this road of defining moments, the moment we 
go beyond understanding “our role” as anything but being another disruption to the 
functioning of the state, we come to replicate the very impossibilities that have plagued 
all politics, the arrogance of disregarding the very basic fact that theory exists at a divide 
from the material. Once we forget that we come to replicate the very possibility of the 
police. It is not that we ourselves cannot have “politics”, it is not that we cannot take 
positions, on a certain level we are attempting to encourage the assertion of positions and 
possibilities that can enter into conflict. Rather it is that we should not be so arrogant as 
to assume that those are something other than vain attempts to make sense of the world. 
It is not about the operation of theory, which is really nothing but an opinion from a 
particular point of view, but rather it is about generating the possibility of possibility; of 


generating the possibility of politics itself through the disorganization of the police. 


The police exist to prevent conflict, but do so by employing conflict. However the goal 
of the logistics of police is to define situations and to operate that definition to the point 
of eliminating conflict itself. If we are to avoid our downfall, if we are to make politics 


itself possible, the operations of action must exist to amplify conflict, to increase 


The focus or fetishization of property destruction has tended to come from two 
perspectives, perspectives that are not only not mutually exclusive but mutually 
reinforcing. On the one hand property destruction is spoken of affectively, as something 
that has an affective resonance with those that carry out the actions. On the other 
property destruction and its fetishization tend to focus attention on the act itself, as if any 


action has some inherent meaning outside of the terrain and medium that it exists within. 


This focus on affectivity, the idea that an action is carried out for the affective results, 
exists as an attempt to isolate actions while marginalizing the action in some attempt to 
“proliferate subjectivities”. In order for this sot of analysis to carry through the action 
needs to be isolated as a site of generation, as some space that will generate results, and 
then be analyzed in relation to this affective result. In other words, what occurs, at the 
point of treating actions as something with a specified, legible, result, is that the action 
becomes isolated from history, from the dynamics of conflict that construct its possibility, 
and then judged through some “transcendental” lens, in this case the transcendental lens 
of abstracted affective profit. But this isolation, in order to obtain some “profit” or gain 
in the amount of possible subjective manifestations, is just another form of isolating 
action from the context that it is a result of and produces. It seems odd to how much some 
of this rhetoric surrounding affectiveity, especially among the more hipster among us, 
begins to resemble early capitalist arguments about the importance of material profit. We 
have noticed the same focus on the isolation of “individuals” from the shifting totality 
that we exist within, that constructs our possibilities, combined with a discourse of profit. 
It is not that we should reject affectivity or something like that. . Rather it is that we need 
to understand the coimmance, the necessary relation, between the affective and the 


effective. In other words, there are no actions that in themselves exist purely affectively, 
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proliferate, crisis amplifies, and, if not reinscribed, the logistics of the police becomes 
disorganized to more or less magnitude. In a story about the Greek insurrection an 
anarchist said that they knew the insurrectionary events had resonance when they realized 
that old ladies were smoking cigarettes on the train and telling the cops who came to stop 
them to “fuck off!”. In other words, the insurrection had resonance because, long after 
the windows were replaced, long after the streets were cleared of the burned out carcasses 
of cars, the ability of the police to project themselves through space, the ability of the 
state to operate logistically, was still disrupted; and in this disruption the space to realize 
new possibilities was present, even if that only meant that people smoked on the subway 


with impunity. 


necessarily means that not only does all action exist as one trajectory of affect/effect 
within a innumerable series of actions (or everything that has ever occurred) and 
trajectories that come into conflict in the tactical medium but that this very conflict, this 
very collision of trajectories means that not only is the future indeterminable but that the 
conflict itself, the unfulfilled trajectory of affect/effect is what constructs what we call the 
world. To go back to something Patton said, following Clausewitz, “no battle plan 
survives first contact with the enemy”. In other words, this theoretical attempt to isolate 
affectivity, to predict affective consequences, is not wrong in the absolute conceptual 
sense, but it is plainly impossible. We project the theoretical within this smooth context 
devoid of actions and affect/effect, devoid of conflict, devoid of the unfulfilled; but the 
moment any action occurs the very context that was theorized is already obsolete, the 


theoretical and the material necessarily exist at a division across a wide gap. 


Now I do not want to reject the affective consequences of direct action. Going on 
“missions”, smashing bank windows, taking out cameras, building barricades, running 
through streets has a large affective result for a lot of people. For some of us that grew 
up in places that elevated property to the status of the sacred destroying property was a 
way to “break free” from that particular limit that we had placed on ourselves. For those 
of us that grew up in places where there was very little property to fetishize destroying 
banks and fighting cops exists as a way to find an outlet for the rage that we had always 
felt about the positions that we had been relegated to from birth. It was a way to get over 
the fear that the police had instilled in us from a very young age when they rolled up on 
us, searched us, walked into our classrooms to pull people out for “questioning”, beat us 
for minor infractions and then dropped us off without being arrested (because arrest 


would entail explanation), the killings in cold blood, the criminalization of our youth, the 
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sections of the city. The very magnitude of the force of the occupation, and the sheer 
number of arrests through arbitrary searches and road checkpoints, is meant to 
reverberate in times of non-concentration by defining territory so thoroughly, including 
through the elimination of “problem elements”, that the very space becomes defined 
almost totally. She also began the use of “Predictive Policing” in DC which uses “crime 
stats” to “predict” where “crime” will occur. In other words, the attempt is to take trends 
that are categorized by the police as “criminal” and use that very categorical analysis to 
gather data, analyze this data and from that determine coverage. This approach found its 
logical absurdity in New York City under Giuliani. The staffing of the NYPD was based 
on “criminal statistics” at a time when they instituted the concept of “zero-tolerance” 
policing. Instead of being fluid with enforcement every situation that was defined as 
criminal, even for minor infractions, resulted in the arrest of not only the “perpetrator” 
but usually anyone else that may have information on what occurred. The police are the 
ones that create “crime”. It is not just that they are an organized “criminal” apparatus but 
that it is in the arrest that a situation is defined as a “criminal” situation. So when they 
redefined the threshold for the definition of the criminal they of course found that 
“crime” went up, which justified the hiring of more police, which resulted in more 
arrests, which caused more cops to be hired, and so on. The size of the NYPD 
exponentially increased, along with the prison population, under this absurd logic which 
does nothing but generate total police state conditions; and this has only amplified even 


more since 2001 with the construction of New York as a zone of total warfare. 


All of these approaches take into account that terrain is both resistant and fluid, that the 
very reality of existence is that it occurs within a resistant medium that shifts through its 


very actions. But this attempt, though it affords a certain amplification in fluidity, still 


use) it is also the generation of a “subject” that cannot speak, that would have no context 
for words, no way to make sense of things, no way to actually experience phenomenon. 
But in this isolation of agents there is a coimmanent isolation of actions. We tend to see 
single smashed windows, or even instances of large scale property destruction, as actions 
in themselves, as if they have meaning in themselves. Theory only exists as a way to 
make sense of the world, but it cannot actually describe moments which always exist as 
singular, unrepeatable, unreplicated in history. In other words, all actions are possible 
due to the dynamics of everything that has ever occurred, yet that totality of actions is 
something inaccessible in a moment. Theory is the impossible attempt to chain moments 
together, to generate concepts from some notion of a constancy of actions; what it forgets 
is that the ability to ever describe a moment, all the dynamics that led to the manifestation 
of a certain possibility, all the possible meanings, all the moments that have ever 
occurred, is impossible from the positionality of theory as something that occurs at a 
specific time and place; the theoretical requires transcendence that in itself is an 
impossibility. To put it another way, property destruction actions in themselves are 
meaningless, all actions are materially meaningless. Not that they do not have effects, 
but rather that there is no way to theorize about the affect/effect of an action or moment 
isolated from the totality of history that led to that moment and there is no way to make 


sense of history in any way that is not just more or less persuasive speculation. 


Yet, this fetishization of property destruction as an action-in-itself is the attempt to do just 
that. When we isolate actions from the totality of history that led to the possibility of that 
action itself in order to make sense of the action itself we are consequently rejecting 
another view, the view of the context that the action exists within, the terrain of conflict 


that constructs possibility, the effects that action has in the construction of history, or the 
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operate this projection into the future by constructing terrain to fit the plan. Like the 
often cited Borges story, the map attempts to become the territory, but this is a 
fundamental impossibility. The failure is not in poor military planning but rather in the 
very concept of the plan; the idea that plans developed in a space with no resistance will 
ever survive even a single action. As action multiplies the crisis in the logistical attempt 
to operate the plan becomes amplified until it reaches the point of disorganization, the 
point where strategy is abandoned and conflict amplifies this impossibility of 
“coherence” to the point of operational rupture. The operation of the plan is not only a 
projection of a plan temporally but sets the stage for policing as a spatial projection, one 
that is always attempting to compensate for the impossibility of definition or the 


impossibility of philosophy applied. 


The logistics of policing therefore , again, cannot be understood as something to be 
defeated but rather as a projection that can be disrupted and disorganized, a crisis that can 
be amplified. We cannot understand strategy as something to be destroyed but rather we 
need to understand projection for what it is, a capacity to operate a strategic projection in 
time and space. When we talk about capacity we are not just talking about material 
capacity or the amount of vehicles and personnel that can be mobilized but, rather, the 
ability to mediate contingency, the ability to operate logistically to define territory 
according to strategy. That capacity, as the ability to logistically project across time and 
space, is a capacity to deal with the crisis that the very operation of policing implies. 
When that capacity is exceeded the police are reduced to nothing but a physical force that 
operates in direct physical contact, responding to situations without being able to either 
define the limits of movement or space. This is what we call rupture, it is the 


disorganization of the logistics of policing and the policing of logistics itself. But we 


conflict and destabilization amplify and instead take actions that in themselves exist as 
isolated opportunities taken rather than an amplification of the crisis in the functioning of 
the state itself. This attempt at systematization is largely known by the term “Plan B” and 


exists as both a strategy based in defeat and one that does nothing but amplify this defeat. 


The concept underlying Plan B, that attacks an actions occur outside of concentrations of 
conflict, is sound, it is based in the necessity of the crisis in policing, the impossibility of 
a totality of policing. But, rather than seeing the gaps in police coverage, the 
impossibility of total policing, as something that can be amplified Plan B takes these gaps 
as “the best we can do”, as something to be exploited by single actions that can be easily 
mediated and repaired. It begins from the assumption that we are already defeated, that 
all scenarios necessarily lead to our defeat tactically, that no new possibilities are able to 
be generated, that the situation is totally defined and then goes to entrench this notion of 
defeat in our very actions and the way we imagine our tactical possibilities; this same 
mistake is being repeated by a similar group of people now with the notion of only being 
able to be pro-revolutionary, that the historical conditions are not “correct” for us to fight, 
as if they have all of a sudden become the sages of history. It is not that they are wrong, 
it is only that the ability to access this perspective necessitates one becoming able to 
transcend the particular moment of theory, but again this is the group of people that 
demands that we need a “new theology”, a new ideal or concept, and this is why they 
tend to separate insurrection from actual actions. Because, really, what is the importance 
of broken glass, how much existential weight is carried by a smashed ATM screen. What 
we need to begin to see is that even isolated attacks, if carried out with frequency, are 
important to the degree that they stretch the police apparatus to the breaking point, to the 


point of rupture. The word rupture is thrown around a lot in contemporary 
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We can see this operation in the attempts of the military and police apparatus to 
compensate for their impossibility by constructing more and more fluid conceptual 
structures. But before we get to this we need to understand that at its base the logistics of 
policing is a projection forward in time. In order to allocate resources the police project 
from a fixed moment in time into the future. For example, the use of “crime statistics” to 
develop patrol patterns or the use of the study of past demonstrations to determine 
coverage patterns to prevent “civil disturbance”. But as has been shown through 
numerous experiences, this strategic perspective fails at the very outset, at the moment of 
enactment; “no battle plan survives initial contact” (Patton). As was spoken about at 
length earlier, the police rely on action that necessarily shifts the medium of operation, 
making the projection of the strategic an impossibility. This approach, of developing 
static strategic models, has failed dramatically in circumstances ranging from the fall of 
empires under Mongolian fluidity to the failure of force to quell guerilla conflicts. As 
Che said, if you can attack from anywhere, the battlefield becomes everything. In other 
words, at the moment that the strategic fails; at the moments where it fails to be able to be 
enacted, and it always must, there becomes no way to define terrain conceptually. It is a 
problem of the necessary gap between theoretical projection across time and space and 
material fluidity. But at its core, the strategic is an attempt to make sense of a fluid 


terrain of operation that attempts to apply itself. 


In traditional military engagement between state forces battle lines were drawn and rules 
of engagement were agreed upon, the basic limits were set and adhered to. Primary 
among these, especially in the European context, was the temporality of battle. During 


battle individual combats would shift the terrain of the battle, disorganizing the military 


The Impossibility of Total Policing or Why Policing Exists as a Motion 


“War is the province of chance. In no other sphere of human activity must such margin 
be left for this intruder. It increases the uncertainty of every circumstance and deranges 
the course of events.” 
-Carl von Clausewitz 


When we look at police it is all to easy to see the riot shields, the armored personnel 
carriers, the tear gas, and the lock-step formations and forget that the police operate 
within a certain paradox, a certain impossibility. When we are on the streets it is easy to 
see the cops as some mechanistic force, marching to orders, and we begin to forget that 
they themselves move. To move outside of the context of viewing policing in 
mechanistic forms is not an attempt to “humanize” police, to make them into people with 
feelings. The very basic reality of policing itself is that the police exist as a logistical 
form of organization that attempts to accomplish the impossible. Like our friends that 
demand that theory can speak of the world itself, that it is directly applicable, the cops 
exist in the vain attempt to organize space and channel possibility to manifest some 
abstract theoretical principle, the construction of their own materially impossible 
“coherence” as well as the “unity” of time and space in the very operations of policing. 
This is not some reductionist claim to the necessity of certain police operations due to 


abstract political ideology, what we are speaking about is not so simple. 


The state itself exists as a theoretical principle at its core, the idea of the nation as a 
singular unit, the idea that law can express some truth or operate within a certain 
immanence in particular moments, the idea that those that construct laws could possibly 
represent others. But on this level the state is something that exists on paper, in 


constitutions, in theory books. This is not what we are speaking about. There have been 
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Constant Crisis and Capacity 


“Uncertainty is the only certainty there is, and knowing how to live with insecurity is the 
only security” 
-John Allen Paulos 


As was mentioned earlier, due to the very impossibility of policing numerically and 
tactically, the police must operate through a certain sense of projection. What this means 
is not just that they need to operate and move with a speed, both communicative and 
logistical, but also that, as a movement, it requires an absence of interference in order to 
function. Every person on the street that calls the cops, everyone that gives them 
information, all the snitches and informants, all the cameras, are minor in comparison to 
the overall effect of fostering a space organized through a certain notion of “self-control”. 
Now we do not want to get into the particular manifestations of self control, I think that 
these are obvious. But what this means is that not only do police project themselves 
spatially in a material way but that the crux of their ability to construct space, their ability 
to operate in non-resistant spaces, is a product of their potential projection. In the most 
concrete terms possible, it is not that people do not shoplift because there is a cop in 
every store but that the notion of being able to shoplift is made difficult by the possibility 
of arrest, by the possible projection of police into a space that they are not immediately 
within and as. For those that have marched in bloc marches or been in militant actions, 
the anonymity of the group and the mask gives space for action not just out of direct 
resistance to this projection but because in the organization to resist directly it prevents 
projection from operating outside of the physical proximity of the police. In other words, 
it is in this invisibility combined with movement that generates a profoundly resistant 


space, generating the possibility of all sorts of actions. 


organization, or the police. To put this another way, it is not that the state is not at its 
basis a certain conceptual reality but just not one that can be grouped into the categories 
that we have generated to understand political history. It is not that that the United States 
is a liberal democracy, it is that the United States is a conceptual reality, in that it 
constructs its own reality, that exists in wildly divergent ways in different spaces and at 
different times; the United States exists as what it is now, a conceptual coherence which 
exists at a distance from the attempt at “coherent” operation not as some expression of a 
certain reality constructed in times gone by by rich white men. Rather, it is that the 
ideological allegiance claimed by the state itself, though it can serve to set a series of 
abstract limits to the state's operation (we have elections periodically for example and 
courts), is in itself largely inconsequential. To put this another way, the question is not 
the “what”, the attempt to conceptually define the state conceptually (which implies a 
materially impossible coherence and differentiation); rather, the question is “how”, a 
question of tactical operation in the impossible attempt to overcome the infinite distance 
between transcendental concept and materially articular moment. When we think of the 
state we need to not think of a political operation, an operation borne of conflict, but 
rather the attempt to operate as a totality in a constantly shifting tactical medium. To say 
this another way, the state is not, at its most basic, a political reality. Rather it is a 
logistical policing operation that attempts to avert conflict, that attempts to be the end of 
politics itself. For many of us this is clear in the post-Cold War age (hell, Francis 
Fukuyama wrote “The End of History and the Last Man” about this end of politics). But 
we need to see beyond the historical moment of the manifestation, or increasing 
“success” of this attempt to end politics and understand that the very possibility of this 


move lies in the basis of the state itself. 
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how many hours have been devoted to talking about “what victory looks like”, is an 
impossibility. To claim victory implies that at some moment all action has ceased, that 
there is a static situation in place that can be termed victorious. But just as for the police, 
victory is impossible. Rather than thinking of victory we need to be thinking of 
movement, of speed, of the multiplication of possibilities. In other words, the logistical 
organization of the police is not an object to be defeated, rather it is an operation, that in 
the very constancy of crisis, can be disorganized and rendered increasingly inoperable. 
Defeat would mean the end of all options, the complete total end of action itself. But as 
we have mentioned at length, the very operation of the police generates possibilities in its 
attempt to eliminate possibility; it creates contingency in the constant security operation 


meant to define situations. 


What this means is that there is never a tactical dead end, there are always other options, 
other possibilities, to the degree that we stop seeing the police as an institution that can 
control single actions, to the degree that we stop seeing our actions as singular actions, 
and begin to think of this conflict as a fluid tactical medium. The real fallacy of the dual 
approaches of Plan B and being “pro-revolutionary” are not even so much that they 
entrench defeat, although this is the case, but rather that they operate within the 
categories of victory and defeat but in different ways. Plan B -based tactical thinking 
entrenches the idea that we are already defeated in our attempts to be “victorious” over 
police and then comes around to say that our defeat can be mitigated by opening up other 
planes of conflict, only to the degree that the police are absent. The approach of being 
“pro-revolutionary” takes this a step further taking our “defeat” to be total, saying the the 
“historical conditions are not correct” (what Hegelian bullshit!), and then moves into 


discouraging action at all, literally constructing “defeat” by failing to recognize that in the 


do, this is the material attempt of the construction of the state in a moment, at once define 
existence in the theoretical-legal while at the same time encompass and define 
innumerable constantly shifting particular manifestations of the attempt to logistically 
operate this definition materially. To the degree that this logistics operates it is always in 
constant crisis, it is always reinscribing itself but only as a certain static “coherence”, as 
infinite particular mutations of this definition in its particular manifestations, or supposed 


manifestations. 


But what does this all mean? Above and beyond everything we want to reject this “high” 
theory” abstractness that has come to pervade ad destroy insurrectionist discourse. So we 
are not just putting all to many words on paper here. What this all points to is a certain 
impossibility of both the state that manifests in the constant crisis of its logistical 
operations. When we are looking at policing, at the attempt to make the state material, 
we are looking at a logistics in constant crisis, a logistics that is dealing with a dual 


impossibility. 


On the one hand the impossibility is very material and numerical. There is no possibility 
of total policing spatially and mathematically. If we are to assume the totality of policing 
then the very differentiation of “police” would be an impossibility, the state would always 
already be an actual material immanence, and our existences would collapse into 
irrelevancy; to the degree that the police manifest through a separation, between itself and 
“non-police”, this totality remains always already impossible. So, if we take the many 
thousands of cops that they brought out in Pittsburgh for the G20, or the 50,000 that they 
are mobilizing for the G20 in Seoul, South Korea and stick them side by side they cover 


very little space. If we add all the fancy toys and vehicles that they use, they cover a little 
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policing must be one that always is in motion and thus an operation that is always causing 


a crisis in its own mobilization. 


But let us be clear, as clear as something like mobility can possibly be on paper, what we 
are dealing with here is not just the impossibility of police ina vacuum. Rather we are 
dealing with the very impossibility of the state which attempts to materialize through the 
logistical organization of the police. The state exists as a total freezing and definition of 
situations. The modern nation state, but this goes for all formations of the state itself, can 
only exist conceptually as a definition of space and/or existence necessarily. For 
example, the concept of the United States does not exist without the definition of 
territory, and the divisions of territory and “powers”, but on the other hand it also exists 
through the very definition of existence, by defining what it means to be a citizen, an 
American. We saw this play out in the ridiculous dichotomy of American's versus 
“terrorists”, or Americans versus a completely ubiquitous definition of the term 
“terrorist” which came to mean in essence “that which is not American”. We also see this 
playing out in the debates around immigration. But what is at the heart of both 
dichotomies is not policy and enforcement, rather it is the very definition that the state 
relies on, the definition of existence through conceptual categorization. In other words, 
all circumstances, all moments, must be posited as the same, as framed through this 
conceptual system, one that comes to define itself. But this conceptual structure, with all 
the case law and legislation, is nothing without actualization, an actualization that is 
impossible at the very moment it attempts to express itself in any particular moment. The 
police are not an institution in a vacuum, rather they are the vain attempt to actualize the 


eternal in the momentary; to make the solidity of the conceptual operate. 


presence in itself control would be lost quickly; rather the attempt is to project themselves 
through space to operate a certain, conceptual, tactical terrain materially as space. What 
this means however is that, regardless of the fear that cops strike into the hearts of many 
(particularly in working class neighborhoods), there are always gaps, there is always 


crisis. 


This is the element of Plan B that we do find interesting. In Plan B based tactical thought 
the point of departure is the gap in coverage itself, the disregard for the more 
psychological elements of policing in favor of understanding the very impossibility of 
total coverage. Where it fails is it takes this and systematizes it into a conclusive 
approach; a rejection of certain possibilities in favor of others, particularly others that we 
feel is a cop out (no pun intended). But the reality of these gaps is not just a recognition 
of the impossibility of policing itself but rather the very possibility of the amplification of 
crisis itself, of politics itself. We are able to fight back to the degree that the logistical 
operation of policing fails in coverage. And it is these gaps that are amplified to the point 
of giving time and space for the property destruction actions that anarchists tend to hold 
in such high esteem. Again, what we need to see is not the end result (the smashed 
window, the broken ATM, the burning barricade) but how these are the end result of a 
tactical gap that has opened and as something that makes this gap widen, that makes this 


crisis amplify. 


The second impossibility of policing is all the more glaring in light of the first. It is not 
that we can just look at the problems with this logistical operation numerically. The 
police have developed all sorts of ways to amplify their projection through “preparing the 


ground”, so-to-speak. So much time and resources are spent by police departments every 


Jo uoteJedo ATaA at} ‘s}UStIOU [Te Je SAEM aJIUTJUT UT ‘SaOp I Jey) deisap at} 0} sNdI0 
wore Jey} Je} AJGA aU} UT ‘Joe saop BurdTTOd yey} Jey AJOA ay} UT ‘JUaAad 0} pazifIgow 

st SuTdT[Od Jo UOTIeZTULBIO at} JeY} ‘“BUe]SWINIAD JO UOTTUTJepad ATOA dU} ‘UTeLe} [EITIIe} 
JU} OIL JT]JFUOI sayseayun UoTD.e [[e asnedaq Je JaAVU P[Nod Ady) ,.1apso,, UTeWUTeU 

0} Wat} 10} Japso ur “surstjod Jo uoNeJedo ay) Aq peuljep aq prnom sUsWIOU [Te ‘asueYD 
JaANU P[NOD ddUe}SUINIATD ‘s}USWIOU [[e SauTJap pue ATTe}0} setpdde Surdtjod ysnom} 

ayeys ay} YDIYM ut ,.BuTdtod aind,, Jo WLOJ aUIOS SaZITead yey) SutdT[od e “suTdtjod amd 
aos se UOTOUNJ ATTeNIIe 0} BuTOTTOd 10} Japio ul = “pattdde Sureq sy Jo Aypiqrssodurt 
AJ9A JY} UT JUeSUOD ST BUTIT[Od UT STSHID ay} ‘apnyTUseU AIVA Ss} JOJ xopered Jay} 

99S 0} pada aM UOTeZTUeBIO Are}ITIW JO WUOF ONeIs e se adT[Od Butvas UeY} JoyeI ‘Aem 
Jayjoue sty} ind of, *}duraye ATaA Sj Ul Sa}eJOUAS IT JeY) SISHID [eUse}UT AIBA ay) aJeTpsul 

0} s}durayje sAemye JEU} 9UO ST Jas} UOTeJedo AJaA ay} sny) pue ‘afqrssodunt ‘Testxopered 
J[ESi UT st SuTdtjod ayerado ATTeoNsTsOT 0} }duta}e ATIA dy} JY) ST ANSST Je ST JeYM JITIeY 
“ANSST Je ST JEYM SI ,,d10J JO asn,, May} YILM sanssi ay} ‘,,ATUeUINY,, NO a}e[OIA Avy) AeM 
ay} ‘sorjod ay} JO suoTse at} Jo suoTUTdO [eNPIAIPUT INO MOYEUOS Jey) ‘sjusWespnfl anya 
ysnory} aotjod ay) yoeoidde ued aM yey} JOU ST UI ‘Sp1OM Jay}0 UT “Wedel 0} paztueZ10 
AyeINSTSOT are adtjod ay} Jey] UOTeZTTIGeISap ATOA ay} SUTeIOUes pue “WUNTpaw [edTIDe} 
ay) SUNZTYS ‘SatauesUTIUOS SuNeiaues dn pus ‘[ed1}Ie} 9} O} D1da}e.Ns ay) WOT JO ‘TeWe}eU 
dU} O} TeOe1oay) ay} Woy des sty) espuq 0} JdwWo}e at} UT pezI[Iqow are yey} suOTIOe ATVA 
ay) UoTeIJado Jo JUaWIOW ay} TY “xopesed e UITIIM ayeJedo 0} satOd UOTIeJadoO JO SINSTSOT 
dU} JY} UOTE JO JUBWIOU ay} Je STI] “A[[eL19]eUI asus UTe}VIad ke JSajTUeW 0} JduIaye 

dU} O} aSUaS JO UOTIOU & WO] ‘[eLa}eUI aU} 0} [eONeJOay) ay} Woy des sty) ssorD 0} }WduIaye 
dU} Ul SI} TIYWY “apouwl JUapuadsuey sty} UO aye} Jsnw ATOaY} [[e fSsaste ansst ay} yey} 
[eodMa10ay} au) UT JOU St I “AT[eLa}eU UOTOUNY 0} Jdwaye ISNUI Jey} s}UIIOL JO asINOIsIp 


jUPISUOD PUP JUd1OYOD JO UMOF IWOS JONIJSUOD O} SJUBUIOUW! IdY}O 0} Wo} UTeY O} 


‘s]USWOUW asa} aUIJap pue ajetado ‘AJIuN,, 0} SI BUTUOTDUNJ sty} Jo }dwWaye ay} sdUaJeyoo 
Aue ul UoT}DUNy 0} adT[od ay} 10} Jap1O ul Jaq “UOUBOUDY BuNTYs APUe}sUOD e SI NO 


PaLUed st UONIE YPIYM UT WINTPals [eEINIe} ay} UaY) “NdIO s}UaIOUI JI “IM9d90 ssuUT JI OS 


*SULIINIIO SsuUTY} Jo AjTeaI ay} Jaye Inq JUBWIOW [e1odute} 

e Jo Suryeads jou ale aM ala UOTIIe puke s]UaWOW Jo yeads am UaYyM puYy ‘YeaIq e se 

a[ dus se BUTYJEWOS UT UdAa ‘A}ITE}O} JUaJJJIp & MOU ST JUSWOW auO Aue UT pa.NdI0 JaAa 
sey JeU) SUTUJAIVAD JO SUOTSTT[OD ay} Jo AJarUS ay} ‘AIO\sTY Jo AyTe}0} ay} ‘alojeq pazmMd50 
JaAaU JARY EY) IND90 SSUIY] Mau ‘pajeriauesd are satpiqissod Man ‘ATBATIDaJJa/ATBATIIaITE 
payeroues are Aypiqissod pue AduesuNUOD UOTIDe YSNOIY) Jey) ST ‘s}UsWIOU [Te ‘UOTIIV 

Tle Jo Ayissadau AJaA ay} “atp1ea ynoge ayods Apeaye aM SY ‘J[as}i UoNIe ‘APUalayoo 
ajerado 0} Sutdy) are Avy} yey} StwWeUAp ATaA at} aZITIGow ysnu Avy} ayetedo 0} votTod ay} 
JOJ JapIO UI a0Jatey], ‘at[od Jo uoNesedo ay} Jo AWATDal[qo ay) sAoNsap Jey) SuIawos 
‘aoTjod 0} SUTYJaWOS ST a1} JY} ezTUsOIaI sAeme WI ‘adeds pue sun [[e UT ayetedo 

JsNU Jey} UOTafosd ke ‘J[asi a}eIs ay) Jo UOTIJafo1d ay) UTeyUTeUT ATTeOTYdOsoTTYd 0} pasu 
aoTjod ay) Ysnoy) UsAY ‘TYIIeUe at} ‘JOU ST IT WeYM IaZIUsOIaI SARMTE ISNU MW UOZTIOY 

syt ye adeds puke aut JaA0 UoTeoTIdde s}1 azTUeBIO PUL WITeT 0} Spa—aU II a[IYM ‘Jfasit a}e}s 
dU} YIM aNsst alles STU) PUTJ AMA “adTTOd 0} BUTYJeEUIOS aq 0} aot} SeInbaI Sutotfod Jo 
ydaau0d AJ8A ay], ‘Te}0} aq JaAou ued SuToTTOd ‘ues “jOI]JUOD Jo UOTEZTUeBIO Ue YsNoIY} 
payerado St JOTJUOD Jo UTea} Tenjdaou0d e ayerado 0} }dwaye AJaA ay} ‘ATOWIEN “AT[EUTAIUT 
xopeded e Jaljel SI spleMjno uoTJafoid noge Suleq UeY} JayIeI “ButdT[od Jo AyIqissodumt 
puosas ayy, ‘AT[edtIoydejau pue Ajqissod ysnf wey} ayyeI asuas [ea] VY} UT seare 

JSPA JIAO 9910} Jo SuUOTIafo1d aq 0} JULAIL ale Jey] SUoOdeam puNos MoU puUe Sia}dooTTay 
‘sed Jeo] at} ‘suodeam aUII[qns a10UI ay} UOTUSU UaAd JOU SaOp Sty) pue ‘UoTefold sty} 


Ayyduure 0} [Te surersoid Arerrxne pue ‘yojeMA pooysoqusian ‘suersoid yWYC UO Teak 


